its members would either have to give up practice to get through the work or else delegate large quantities to officials. In view of the need for those who do the committee work to have intimate day-to-day knowledge of the details of practice, neither course is desirable.
Since it reformed its procedure a few years ago the G.M.S.C. has become a surprisingly efficient and effective machine. This has become increasingly apparent year by year at the Conference of Representatives of Local Medical Committees as attacks on G.M.S.C. policy have become less frequent and less virulent. One cannot help wondering, too, if the G.M.S.C.'s effectiveness has engendered a jealousy which is a driving force for some of the attacks it has suffered in the past few months from other sources.
Dr. Attwood states that B.M.A. divisions should take over the functions of the L.M.C.s. In case he has not yet realized how absurd this idea is, it must be pointed out that L.M.C.s are recognized by statute as representing all N.H.S. general practitioners (and only the general practitioners) in each executive council's area, and that all the L.M.C.s' constitutions have to be approved by the Department of Health and Social Security. As Dr. James Cameron carefully explained at the Special Conference of L.M.C.s in February, Sir Philip Roger's letter (Supplement, 19 February 1972, p. 46) National Insurance Certification SIR,-It is disturbing to hear of the Conference of Representatives of Local Medical Committees voting with such little dissension for the abolition of sickness certification by the G.P. Such a move to remove this longestablished duty from the hands of the family doctor is surely one more blow at the doctorpatient relationship.
Part of the doctor's duty is to caution the over-enthusiastic on the one hand and to stimulate the work-shy on the other. It will be an impoverishment of the doctor's role if his function becomes limited to purely medical matters. Though he has rno desire to be a "task-master for the employer," yet he shirks his duty to the community if he does not embody the concept that work is both beneficial in itself and the return to it after illness the aim and object of his therapeutic effort. Moreover, long-term certification gives him an invaluable excuse to supervise the condition of chronic patients.
One is entitled to ask-"what is general practice coming to?" No more vaccination of infants, certification soon to be abolished from his surgery, self-medication becoming the norm for a multitude of complaints, and a general acceptance of generous deputizing arrangements to save him from ever getting out of bed at night-will even the Royal College of General Practitioners be able to save general practice from the jibe that it is rapidly becoming "money for jam"?- 
